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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office action is in response to the application filed 3/29/04. Claims 1-30 are 
pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 3, 5, 6, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent Application Publication 2002/0054309 to Rao. 

Regarding claim 1, Rao's device performs the claimed method of enabling 
processor 410 of Fig. 1 to access first memory store (the memory including L2 430 and 
SRAM 435) and second memory store (external memory 310). As claimed, Rao's 
device employs a first portion of the first memory store as a general-purpose memory 
store (SRAM 435) and a second portion (L2 430) as a cache for external memory 310. 
See paragraph 32. 
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Regarding claim 3, external memory 310 is off-chip as claimed. 

Regarding claims 5, 6, and 8, Rao's cache management is hardware-based as 
claimed. 

*********************************************************************** 

Claims 1, 3, 5, 6, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent 6,782,463 to Schmisseur et al. 

The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome 
either by a showing under 37 CFR 1 .132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the 
invention "by another," or by an appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1.131. 

Regarding claim 1, Schmisseur's device performs the claimed method of 
enabling processor 2 of Fig. 1 to access first memory store (memory array 4) and 
second memory store (SDRAM 14). As claimed, Schmisseur's device employs a first 
portion of memory array 4 as a general-purpose memory store (shared portion 28) and 
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a second portion (cache memory portion 26) as a cache for SDRAM 14. See column 6, 
lines 22-36. 

Regarding claim 3, SDRAM 14 is off-chip as claimed. 

Regarding claims 5, 6, and 8, Schmisseur's cache management is hardware- 
based as claimed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 4, 7, and 9-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over U.S. Patent Application Publication 2002/0054309 to Rao in view of 

the admitted prior art of the specification. 

Rao does not disclose all of the claimed elements regarding network processors. 
However, network processors were well-known at the time the invention was made as 
evidenced by the admitted prior art. Applicant's invention is merely adding the feature 
of using part of an SRAM memory as a cache, which is taught by Rao. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use 
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Art Unit: 2189 

part of the SRAM memory in the known network processor system as a cache for the 
flexibility it allows in providing more or less cache and/or SRAM as needed without 
having a dedicated cache. 



Any inquiry concerning this Office action should be directed to the Examiner by 
phone at (571)272-4214. 

Any response to this Office action should be labeled appropriately (including 
serial number, Art Unit 2189, and type of response) and mailed to Commissioner for 
Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, hand-carried or delivered to the 
Customer Service Window at the Randolph Building, 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 
22313, or faxed to (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197. 



Conclusion 




Kevin Verbrugge 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2189 



